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Fig, 4. Phylogenetic relationship between A. dahurica and A. sylvestris. 
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Summary 

Angelica archangelica Linn, is surely a precursor of the genus Angelica. This 
fact is proved by the occurrence of ostbenol in the root. 

On the view-point of chemical constituents, A. archangelica var. himalaica 
may be rather an independent species and the phylogenetic relationship of these 
species is shown as Fig. 2. A. sylvestris Linn, is supposed to be differentiated 
from A. dahurica Benth. et Hook. var. Pai-chi Kimura, Hata et Yen of China 
as illustrated in Fig. 3 and 4. 
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